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MONOLITHIC CERAMIC GAS DIFFUSER 
FOR INJECTING GAS INTO A MOLTEN 

METAL BATH 

This is a divisional application of US. application Ser. 
No. 09/324,059, ?led Jun. 1, 1999, noW allowed US. Pat. 
No. 66,199,836, Which is the nonprovisional of US. Provi 
sional Application Serial No. 60/109,868, ?led Nov. 24, 
1998, the entirety of Which is incorporated herein by refer 
ence. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

The present invention relates to a monolithic ceramic gas 
diffuser for injecting gas into a molten metal bath, and more 
particularly relates to such a diffuser that includes a portion 
through Which injection gas Will preferentially ?oW. 
When making metal and metal alloy products, it is often 

necessary to create a bath of molten metal that Will later be 
cast into molds of various shapes and siZes. With certain 
speci?c alloys, such as aluminum alloys, the molten alumi 
num is highly sensitive to the presence of hydrogen gas, 
Which tends to form voids in the cast product. Additionally, 
molten aluminum oxidiZes freely When exposed to air, and 
the resultant aluminum oxide has a density very similar to 
the metal itself. This results in aluminum oxide being 
suspended in the melt, causing “hard spots” upon 
solidi?cation, an undesirable result. 

In an attempt to prevent both problems, it is conventional 
to inject a “cleansing gas” such as argon, nitrogen, chlorine, 
or freon into the molten aluminum in the form of gas 
bubbles. The hydrogen in the molten aluminum is either 
absorbed or attaches to the cleansing gas bubbles, Which rise 
to and exit from the surface of the molten aluminum. 
Additionally, any aluminum oxide suspended in the molten 
aluminum can be ?oated to the surface by the gas bubbles. 
This is a mechanical process, and is basically independent of 
the type of gas used. 

FIG. 1 shoWs a holding box 1 that contains molten metal 
2 therein. Gas injection noZZles or spargers 3 are located at 
various positions in communication With the molten metal to 
inject gas, supplied from a gas supply line 4, into the molten 
metal. FIG. 2 shoWs an example of an existing sparger that 
typically Would be positioned in the ?oor of holding box 1. 
The sparger 5 includes a highly permeable ceramic member 
6 encased in a steel can 7 through an interposed refractory 
or mortar adhesive 8. A gas supply pipe 9 supplies gas to the 
permeable ceramic member 6 to inject gas into the molten 
metal. 

The problem With the sparger shoWn in FIG. 2 is that it 
requires the presence of steel can 7 to encase the permeable 
ceramic member 6 to insure that gas bubbles are injected 
only through the end face of permeable ceramic member 6 
into the molten metal. Consequently, the sparger shoWn in 
FIG. 2 is relatively expensive to manufacture. Moreover, the 
sparger is susceptible to cracking at the interfaces betWeen 
permeable ceramic member 6, mortar 8 and steel can 7, due 
to the differences in thermal expansion coef?cient among the 
various materials. Still further, the permeable ceramic mem 
ber 6 used in such conventional spargers have large pore 
siZe, generally greater than 30 microns in diameter, and thus 
the siZe of the gas bubbles injected into the molten metal is 
relatively large. It Would be preferred to inject smaller gas 
bubbles as they Would be more effective in removal of the 
hydrogen gas contained in the molten metal, thus requiring 
less gas volume to accomplish degassing of the molten 
metal. 
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2 
FIG. 3 shoWs another example of a gas injection mecha 

nism in the form of a generally cylindrical graphite lance 10. 
The lance is immersed in the molten metal and gas is 
introduced through the relatively large opening 11 formed in 
the end of the lance. The problem With such graphite or other 
ceramic lances is similar to the problem associated With the 
sparger shoWn in FIG. 2, in that it is dif?cult to inject small 
gas bubbles into the molten metal using such a device. 
Moreover, graphite tends to oxidiZe and corrode, and is also 
rather fragile; thus it requires frequent replacement. 

FIG. 4 shoWs an example of a rotary degasser developed 
by Blasch Precision Ceramics, Inc. The rotary degasser 12 
includes an elongate shaft 13 having an axial bore 14 
extending therethrough, and an impeller 15 integrated With 
one end of shaft 13. The impeller has a plurality of blades 16 
extending radially outWardly from the axis of shaft 13, and 
gas ports 14a passing radially outWardly through the impel 
ler. The rotary degasser is immersed in molten metal and 
rotated by a drive member (not shoWn) While gas is injected 
into the molten metal through ports 14a and a large opening 
17 formed in the end face of impeller 15. Rotation of the 
impeller facilitates mixing of the injected gas With the 
molten metal. The problem With this rotary degasser, 
hoWever, is that the siZe of the gas bubbles introduced into 
the molten metal is still quite large, and thus relatively 
inef?cient for degassing the molten metal. 

It Would be desirable to provide a gas diffuser that is (1) 
highly resistant to cracking due to thermal cycling and other 
factors encountered during molten metal manufacturing, (2) 
capable of injecting uniform, relatively small gas bubbles 
into a bath of molten metal, and (3) relatively easy and 
inexpensive to manufacture. The gas diffusers to date, 
hoWever, have not been able to ful?ll all of these require 
ments. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

It is an object of the present invention to provide a gas 
diffuser that overcomes all the draWbacks associated With 
the prior art discussed above. 

In accordance With a ?rst object of the present invention, 
a monolithic, ?red ceramic gas diffuser is provided, Which 
includes a ?rst portion, a second portion integrated With the 
?rst portion, and a bore passing through the second portion 
and communicating With the ?rst portion for supplying 
injection gas to the ?rst portion. At least the ?rst portion has 
a netWork of interconnected pores that provide preferential 
gas ?oW (i.e., a path of least resistance) through the ?rst 
portion to inject gas into the molten metal bath. 

The gas diff-user of the present invention is highly resis 
tant to cracking as a result of thermal cycling since it is 
produced as a monolithic ceramic body. There are no 
lamination interfaces of substantially dissimilar material, 
such as in the sparger shoWn in FIG. 2, that Would invite 
cracking problems. Additionally, the netWork of intercon 
nected pores in the ?rst portion of the gas diffuser can be 
engineered quite easily to enable the injection of very 
uniform, small bubbles of gas into the molten metal. Still 
further, the gas diffuser of the present invention is relatively 
easy and inexpensive to manufacture, as it can be produced 
using conventionally available materials and conventionally 
recogniZed processing techniques, such as those disclosed in 
US. Pat. Nos. 4,246,209 and 4,569,920, the entireties of 
Which are incorporated herein by reference. 

In accordance With a preferred embodiment of the present 
invention, the gas ?oW characteristics of the ?rst and second 
portions of the monolithic ceramic gas diffuser are con 
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trolled to provide preferential gas ?oW through the ?rst 
portion of the diffuser. More preferably, the gas ?oW char 
acteristics are controlled by varying the permeability and/or 
thickness (in the gas ?oW direction) of the ?rst and second 
portions. It is most preferable that the permeability of the 
second portion is less than the permeability of the ?rst 
portion, so that the ?rst portion de?nes a so-called path of 
least resistance in the gas diffuser through Which the injec 
tion gas is more likely to pass. Accordingly, the speci?c 
geometry of the gas diffuser can be selected so that the ?rst 
portion thereof is located in a position that Will provide the 
most ef?cient injection of gas into the molten metal. 

It is another object of the present invention to provide a 
monolithic, ?red ceramic rotary gas diffuser for injecting gas 
into a molten metal bath, Which includes an elongate shaft 
having an aXial bore passing therethrough and an impeller 
integrated With one end of the shaft. At least a portion of the 
impeller has a netWork of interconnected pores that provide 
preferential gas ?oW (i.e., a path of least resistance) from the 
bore through the impeller portion to inject gas into the 
molten metal bath. This embodiment of the present inven 
tion incorporates the inventive gas diffuser into a rotary 
shaft/impeller con?guration, to obtain the mixing function 
ality that is added by an impeller con?guration. 

These and other objects of the present invention Will 
become more apparent after reading the folloWing detailed 
description of the invention taken in conjunction With the 
appended draWings. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

FIG. 1 is a diagram shoWing a conventional molten metal 
holding boX used in the production of cast metal parts; 

FIG. 2 is a cross-sectional vieW of a prior art sparger; 

FIG. 3 is a cross-sectional vieW of a prior art lance; 

FIG. 4 is a cross-sectional vieW of a rotary degasser; 

FIG. 5 is a cross-sectional vieW of a sparger according to 
the present invention; 

FIGS. 6A and 6B are cross-sectional and end vieWs of a 
rotary gas diffuser according to the present invention; 

FIGS. 7A and 7B are cross-sectional and end vieWs of an 
alternative rotary gas diffuser according to the present 
invention; 

FIG. 8 is a cross-sectional vieW of a lance according to the 
present invention; and 

FIG. 9 is a cross-sectional vieW of an alternative sparger 
according to the present invention. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE 
INVENTION 

FIG. 5 is a cross-sectional vieW shoWing an eXample of 
the present invention in the form of a sparger 20. The sparger 
generally takes the shape of a truncated cone, and is formed 
as a monolithic ceramic structure including a ?rst tip portion 
21 and a second main body portion 22 that is integrated With 
the bottom end region of ?rst portion 21. A commingled 
region 23 can be detected optically betWeen the ?rst and 
second portions of the ?red body, and generally is a hybrid 
of the tWo portions. There is no interfacial lamination to 
speak of, hoWever, betWeen the tWo portions. A bore 24 
eXtends through second portion 22 and communicates With 
?rst portion 21. Injection gas is supplied through bore 24 and 
is ejected out of the end of sparger 20 through ?rst portion 
21. 

In accordance With the present invention, the gas ?oW 
characteristics of the ?rst 21 and second 22 portions are 
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4 
selected such that there is a preference for the injection gas 
to How through ?rst portion 21 (i.e., portion 21 is a path of 
least resistance When compared to portion 22). As a result, 
portion 22 effectively acts to form the foundation of the 
sparger 20 and de?nes a conduit (bore 24) for transporting 
gas to and through ?rst portion 21. 

It is preferred to control the gas ?oW characteristics of ?rst 
portion 21 and second portion 22 so that ?rst portion 21 
provides a path of least resistance for the gas introduced into 
bore 24. One Way of doing this is to control the permeability 
of the tWo portions such that ?rst portion 21 is substantially 
more permeable than second portion 22. One skilled in the 
art Will understand that gas ?oW characteristics of a ceramic 
body depend upon the permeability of that body and the 
thickness thereof in the direction of gas ?oW. Accordingly, 
When it is stated that ?rst portion 21 is “more permeable” 
than second portion 22, this can be accomplished by varying 
the permeability and/or thickness (in the direction of gas 
?oW) of those portions. Although not absolutely necessary, 
it is usually the case that ?rst portion 21 is thinner (in the 
direction of gas ?oW) and more permeable than second 
portion 22, and also has higher porosity than second portion 
22. 

As a result of the process used to form sparger 20, Which 
Will be discussed in more detail later herein, ?rst portion 21 
and second portion 22 include a netWork of interconnected 
pores through Which ?uid (e.g., gas) can ?oW. Accordingly, 
While second portion 22 may in fact be permeable, in 
accordance With the present invention, ?rst portion 21 is 
made more permeable to provide preferential gas ?oW 
through ?rst portion 21 as opposed to second portion 22. 
Any knoWn ceramic material could be used to make the 

gas diffuser shoWn in FIG. 5. It is desirable, hoWever, that 
the material have suf?cient refractory properties and be 
substantially non-reactive With the molten metal With Which 
it Will contact. EXamples of ceramic materials that could be 
used include alumina, silica, silicon carbide, magnesia, 
alumina magnesia spinel, aluminum titanate, Zirconia, 
mullite, sillimanite, cordierite and composites and miXtures 
thereof. Again, the speci?c material selected Will depend 
largely upon the molten metal With Which the part Will be 
used. 

Since these types of gas diffusers are considered consum 
able components regardless of the materials used to form 
them, and thus Will have a tendency to chip or break over 
time, it is preferred to make the diffuser from a ceramic 
material having a loWer density than that of the molten metal 
With Which it Will be used. This Will ensure that any parts of 
the gas diffuser that might chip or break during use Would 
?oat to the top of the molten metal for easy removal (along 
With alumina precipitates in the case of an aluminum melt). 

The gas diffuser shoWn in FIG. 5 can be formed in 
accordance With conventional ceramic processing 
techniques, such as those disclosed in US. Pat. Nos. 4,246, 
209 and 4,569,920. HoWever, one eXemplary method for 
forming the gas diffuser shoWn in FIG. 5 Will noW be 
explained. 
TWo ceramic batches are prepared to form each of the 

respective ?rst and second portions 21 and 22. While not 
critical, it is preferred that the compositions of the tWo 
batches are substantially identical eXcept for the addition of 
a standard pore forming agent (and sometimes additional 
Water or aqueous liquid) in the ?rst batch that Will be used 
to form ?rst portion 21. The amount of pore forming agent 
included in the ?rst batch is also not critical, provided that 
the ?rst portion 21 of the resultant ?red part has adequate 
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strength to Withstand gas injection pressures and de?nes a 
gas path of least resistance When compared to the second 
portion 22 of that part. 

Once the tWo batch materials have been separately mixed 
into a Wet, thiXotropic state, the ?rst batch material is 
deposited into a loWer, closed end of a mold that effectively 
de?nes a negative impression of the gas diffuser shoWn in 
FIG. 5. HoW much of the ?rst batch material added to the 
mold at this stage Will be determined by hoW thick the ?rst 
portion 21 of the ?nal product is intended to be. The second 
batch material used to form second portion 22 is then 
deposited on top of the ?rst batch material already in the 
mold and around a columnar shaped member that, When 
removed after casting, Will de?ne bore 24 of the gas diffuser. 
Of course, the ?rst and second batch materials do not have 
to be deposited in the mold in this order; the speci?c 
geometry of the cast part and the respective positions of the 
?rst and second portions Will dictate the order in Which the 
batch materials are introduced into the mold. 

It is preferred that the mold is vibrated While the batch 
materials are being added thereto and/or after both batch 
materials have been introduced into the mold, to facilitate 
commingling of the tWo batch materials at least in the 
interface region therebetWeen. This Will insure that a good 
bond is created betWeen the tWo portions during subsequent 
?ring, and thus insure the absence of any structurally Weak 
interfacial joint betWeen the tWo portions. 

After the batch materials have been cast into the mold and 
vibrated as discussed above, the cast product is further 
processed and ?red using conventional techniques, such as 
those disclosed in the above-referenced patents. If a freeZe 
casting process is to be used to form the gas diffuser, then it 
may be desirable to deposit the ?rst batch material in the 
mold, freeZe that portion of the casting until it becomes 
partially rigid (but not fully solidi?ed), and then vibratory 
cast the second batch material to form second portion 22. 
This is one Way by Which the amount of commingling 
betWeen the raW materials for ?rst portion 21 and the second 
portion 22 can be controlled. That is, the ?rst batch material 
that forms ?rst portion 21 Will not commingle as easily if it 
is in a partially froZen state, as Would be the case if this 
alternative method Were employed. The amount of commin 
gling betWeen the tWo batch materials that is desired, or that 
can be tolerated, can be controlled in this manner. In the case 
of a relatively thin ?rst portion 21, it may be necessary to 
employ this alternative method to prevent complete com 
mingling of the tWo batch materials during the vibratory 
casting process. That is, if the thickness of ?rst portion 21, 
and thus the amount of the raW material added to the mold 
to form that portion, is relatively small compared to the 
thickness of second portion 22, and thus the amount of raW 
material cast into the mold to form that portion, the action 
of vibrating the mold could easily consume the entirety of 
the ?rst batch material intended to form ?rst portion 21. In 
such a case, it Would be preferable to freeZe the ?rst batch 
material that is to form ?rst portion 21 before vibratory 
casting the second batch material that is to form second 
portion 22. 

The formation techniques discussed above are effective to 
provide a monolithic ceramic gas diffuser having ?rst and 
second portions of substantially different gas permeability, 
While avoiding any signi?cant interfacial laminations that 
might crack during thermal cycling. The integrity of the 
commingled region betWeen ?rst portion 21 and second 
portion 22 in the ?red ceramic product can be improved by 
using the same ceramic raW materials in the batch compo 
sitions for the ?rst 21 and second 22 portions. The only 
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6 
difference, again, Would be that the ?rst batch material used 
to form ?rst portion 21 Would have a higher content of pore 
forming agent (and sometimes additional Water or aqueous 
liquid) so that, When ?red, the ?rst portion Will alloW the 
passage of gas therethrough more readily than through 
second portion 22. To the eXtent the ?red ceramic part Will 
not be subjected to signi?cant thermal cycling, it could be 
possible to employ dissimilar compositions When forming 
the ?rst portion 21 and second portion 22. In this regard, the 
materials used for each portion should be selected With a 
vieW to matching the thermal expansion coef?cients of each 
material suf?ciently enough to prevent cracking and/or 
delamination at the commingled region betWeen the tWo 
portions. 

While there is no particular limit on the permeability of 
the ?rst portion 21 and second portion 22, from a practical 
standpoint the second portion 22 should have a permeability 
of 10 centidarcies or less, and the ?rst portion 21 should 
have a permeability of 5 centidarcies or more, the important 
point being that the difference betWeen the gas ?oW char 
acteristics through each portion is substantial enough to 
provide a preferential gas path through ?rst portion 21 as 
opposed to second portion 22. 

Although there is also no particular limitation on the siZe 
of the pores contained in the ?rst portion 21 and second 
portion 22, from a practical standpoint the pore siZe in the 
?rst portion 21 should range from 3 microns to 25 microns 
in diameter to provide reduced gas bubble siZe in applica 
tion. Pore siZe is not critical in the second portion 22 as long 
as there is preferential gas path through ?rst portion 21 as 
opposed to second portion 22. If the pore siZe is the same in 
both portions, the ?rst portion 21 should contain a higher 
volume of open porosity to insure preferential gas ?oW 
therethrough. 

FIGS. 6A and 6B are cross-sectional and end vieWs, 
respectively, of a rotary gas diffuser 30 according to the 
present invention. The rotary gas diffuser includes an elon 
gate shaft 31 having an aXial bore 32 passing therethrough. 
An impeller 33 is integrated to one end of shaft 31. Asurface 
portion 34 of impeller 33 has gas ?oW characteristics that, 
When compared to the gas ?oW characteristics of the remain 
ing portions of the rotary gas diffuser, provide preferential 
gas ?oW therethrough from aXial bore 32 into the molten 
metal bath With Which the rotary gas diffuser is used. Aside 
from the geometric differences betWeen the sparger shoWn in 
FIG. 5 and the rotary gas diffuser shoWn in FIG. 6, all of the 
features described above With respect to the sparger shoWn 
in FIG. 5 apply equally as Well to the rotary gas diffuser 
shoWn in FIGS. 6A and 6B. 

FIGS. 7A and 7B are cross-sectional and end vieWs of an 
alternative rotary gas diffuser according to the present 
invention. Like reference numerals are used in FIGS. 6 and 
7 to designate like parts. The end face 34 of the rotary gas 
diffuser 30 shoWn in FIG. 7A takes the shape of a truncated 
cone, at least a portion of Which de?nes a path of least 
resistance for injecting gas into the molten metal. Since 
rotary gas diffusers are typically oriented vertically, there is 
a tendency for gas bubbles to collect on the planar bottom 
face of the impeller shoWn in FIG. 6A. Such trapped gas 
agglomerates to form large-siZed bubbles Which periodically 
separate from the end face of the gas diffuser and miX With 
the molten metal. The introduction of such large-siZed gas 
bubbles into the molten metal makes the overall degassing 
process less ef?cient, as described above in connection With 
prior art gas diffusers. The shape of the end face of the rotary 
gas diffuser in FIG. 7 is designed to minimiZe the area on 
Which gas bubbles could agglomerate. Accordingly, the 
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small-siZed gas bubbles made available by the present 
invention can be better maintained. 

FIG. 8 is a cross-sectional vieW showing a generally 
cylindrical lance according to the present invention. Like 
reference numerals have been used in FIGS. 5 and 8 to 
designate like features of the respective structures. Aside 
from differences in geometric siZe and shape, the features in 
connection With the sparger of FIG. 5 apply equally as Well 
to the lance shoWn in FIG. 8. 

FIG. 9 is a cross-sectional vieW shoWing a different shape 
that could be used to form a sparger like the one shoWn in 
FIG. 5. The sparger shoWn in FIG. 9 could be any shape 
(e.g., circular, square, etc.) in radial cross-section. Like 
reference numerals have been used in FIGS. 5 and 9 to 
designate like parts. 

The structure of the presently claimed gas diffuser over 
comes all of the draWbacks associated With the prior art 
discussed above and also enables the formation of smaller, 
more uniform gas bubbles to be injected into the molten 
metal. As a result, the volume of gas necessary to accom 
plish the same degassing objectives sought by the prior art 
devices is substantially reduced. For example, it has been 
estimated that the rotary degasser shoWn in FIG. 4 Would 
need approximately ?ve times the volume of injection gas to 
accomplish the same degassing result that can be accom 
plished using the rotary degasser shoWn in FIG. 6. 
Accordingly, not only is the rotary degasser of the present 
invention more durable and easier and cheaper to manufac 
ture than conventional gas diffusers, it also provides a 
substantial savings in the amount of injection gas that is 
required to degas a given molten metal batch. 

The folloWing examples provide more detail about spe 
ci?c embodiments of the present invention. One skilled in 
the art, hoWever, Will understand that various changes and 
modi?cations could be made Without departing from the 
spirit of the present invention. 

EXAMPLE 1 

For application in degassing of molten aluminum, a 
monolithic, ?red ceramic diffuser Was formed in the shape 
of a lance tube, substantially as shoWn in FIG. 8. The method 
employed Will be explained. 
Ametal mold Was prepared. It Was a negative impression 

of a lance tube of nominal siZe of 2 inches outside diameter>< 
0.5 inches thick><24 inches long, With one end open and the 
other end closed With a rounded shape. TWo individual 
batches of ceramic mix Were batched and mixed separately. 
The tWo batches Were viscous, similar in consistency to Wet 
concrete mix or slightly thicker, and both included silicon 
carbide, alumina, boron nitride, silica sol, and lipolysilicate. 
Also, in the case of the ?rst batch used to form ?rst portion 
21, organic ?llers and additional aqueous silica sol Were 
included in the mixture to impart additional porosity and 
permeability. The second batch Was used to form second 
portion 22 and the ?rst batch Was used to form ?rst portion 
21. 

More speci?cally, the composition of the ?rst batch 
included 70.5 Wt % SiC grains (refractory grade), 5 .0 Wt % 
tabular alumina grains, 24.0 Wt % reactive alumina poWder, 
0.5 Wt % boron nitride poWder, 21.2 Wt % silica sol, 0.10 Wt 
% lithium polysilicate and 1.8 Wt % organic pore former, and 
the composition of the second batch included 70.5 Wt % SiC 
grains (refractory grade), 5.0 Wt % tabular alumina grains, 
24.0 Wt % reactive alumina poWder, 0.5 Wt % boron nitride 
poWder, 10.5 Wt % silica sol and 0.10 Wt % lithium poly 
silicate. 
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8 
It Was calculated that, for the geometry of this lance and 

based upon the density of the ?rst batch, it Would require 
about 480 grams of Wet mix to ?ll the loWer 4 to 6 inches 
of length of the mold to form the ?rst end portion 21. Thus, 
this amount of Wet ceramic Was Weighed out and placed in 
a container. The mold Was then rigged for vibration, and the 
Wet ?rst batch Was cast into the mold While it Was being 
vibrated. Immediately folloWing the placement of the pre 
measured amount of ?rst batch into the mold, a predeter 
mined amount of second batch (in a Wet state) Was added 
directly on top of the ?rst batch While the mold Was still 
under vibration. Once the mold Was ?lled, the vibration Was 
discontinued, and the ?lled mold Was refrigerated in a 
freeZing environment until solidi?cation occurred (in accor 
dance With the method described in Us. Pat. Nos. 4,246,209 
and 4,569,920). The ?lled mold Was removed from the 
freeZing environment and disassembled. The froZen ceramic 
shape Was Warmed to thaW and air dried, folloWed by ?ring 
in a kiln at 1700° F. for 1—2 hours hold time to form a 
monolithic ceramic in the shape of a lance tube. Upon 
inspection, there Was no discernible joint, seam or crack(s) 
betWeen ?rst portion 21 and second portion 22. 

The open end of the lance tube Was connected to a 
regulated air line With approximately 3 to 5 psi pressure, and 
then totally immersed in an aquarium of Water, and the air 
bubbles observed. The bubble pattern shoWed that nearly 
100% of the air bubbles Were being emitted from the ?rst 
portion 21 near the closed end of the tube in the last 6 inches 
(approximately) of length of the closed end. The observed 
bubbles Were uniform and relatively small in siZe. 

After removal from the aquarium, this ceramic tube Was 
thoroughly dried, and then cut lengthWise in half. The cut 
tube half-sections Were examined under an optical 
microscope, and no discernible cracks, joints, or seams Were 
observed: the body Was monolithic. There Was, hoWever, a 
distinguishable “commningled” ceramic region betWeen the 
?rst portion 21 and the second portion 22, Which comprised 
about 1 to 1.5 inches of the total tube length. This conm 
mingled region had a combination of the microstructures 
resulting from both the ?rst batch material (used to form ?rst 
portion 21) and the second batch material (used to form 
second portion 22). 

Fired sample parts made from both the ?rst and second 
batch compositions Were tested to con?rm resistance to 
molten aluminum alloy #7075, With results indicating that 
these refractory compositions Were resistant to this alloy. 
Additionally, the ?rst and second portions of the ?red 
product Were tested, and the nominal properties for these 
compositions, as ?red, including modules of rupture, bulk 
density, apparent porosity, permeability, thermal expansion 
coef?cient, and calculated chemical analysis, Were as fol 
loWs: 

First Portion: 

65.2% silicon carbide 
27.3% alumina 

Calculated chemical analysis: 

6.7% silica 
0.5% boron nitride 

Bulk density: 2.15 g/cc 
Modulus of Rupture (room temperature): 9.4 MPa 
Apparent porosity: 31.2% 
Permeability: 14.5 centidarcies 
Median Pore Diameter: 5.3 microns 
Reversible Linear Thermal Expansion Coe?icient: 5.5 x 10’6/degree C. 
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Second Portion: 

Calculated chemical analysis: 67.3% silicon carbide 
28.2% alumina 
3.8% silica 
0.5% boron nitride 

Bulk density: 2.57 g/cc 
Modulus of Rupture (room temperature): 30.3 MPa 
Apparent porosity: 20.3% 
Permeability: 0.5 centidarcies (note: 

signi?cantly loWer in 
permeability than 
?rst portion) 

Reversible Linear Thermal Expansion Coef?cient: 5.5 x 10’6/degree C. 

This preformed monolithic composite ceramic lance 
Would be used in application for degassing of molten 
aluminum. It Would be used by applying pressurized argon 
(or other suitable cleansing gas) into the inlet of the open end 
of the tube, and then immersing the closed end into the 
molten aluminum. The cleansing gas bubbles Would be 
uniform and small, and Would provide effective degassing 
With minimal gas usage. 

EXAMPLE 2 

The same procedure Was used to make the same shape as 
speci?ed in Example 1, With one procedural exception: After 
the pre-measured amount of Wet ?rst batch material Was 
placed in the vibrating mold to form ?rst portion 21 (in a 
green state), the vibration Was turned-off and the partially 
?lled mold Was placed in the freezing environment until the 
Wet mix became more rigid in the mold but not solid. The 
mold Was then removed from the freezing environment, the 
vibration Was again started on the mold, and Wet second 
batch material Was added directly on top of the Wet (actually 
somewhat rigid) ?rst batch material already in the mold. 
Once the mold Was ?lled, the vibration Was discontinued, 
and the ?lled mold Was refrigerated in a freezing environ 
ment until solidi?cation occurred (in accordance With the 
method described in US. Pat. Nos. 4,246,209 and 4,569, 
920). The remaining process for this example Was the same 
as depicted in Example 1. It Was also tested in an aquarium 
?lled With Water, and the results Were the same as in 
Example 1. Upon comparison of the microstructures of the 
?red product resulting from each Example, hoWever, it Was 
seen that the product resulting from Example 2 had a thinner 
commingled region as a result of the freezing step employed 
after casting of ?rst portion 21. 

While the present invention has been particularly shoWn 
and described With reference to the preferred mode as 
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illustrated in the draWing, it Will be understood by one 
skilled in the art that various changes in detail may be 
effected therein Without departing from the spirit and scope 
of the invention as de?ned by the claims. For example, While 
it is preferred to use pore forming agents (and sometimes 
additional Water or aqueous liquid) to control the gas flow 
characteristics of the second portion of the gas diffuser, it is 
possible to rely instead upon other factors, such as differ 
ences in particle size, to establish the requisite preferential 
gas flow through the second portion. 

We claim: 
1. A monolithic, ?red ceramic gas diffuser for injecting 

gas into a molten metal bath, comprising: 

a ?rst portion; 

a second portion integrated With said ?rst portion; and 
a bore passing through said second portion and commu 

nicating With said ?rst portion for supplying gas to said 
?rst portion; 

Wherein at least said ?rst portion has a network of 
interconnected pores that provides preferential gas flow 
from said bore through said ?rst portion to inject gas 
into the molten metal bath. 

2. The monolithic ceramic gas diffuser of claim 1, Wherein 
the gas flow characteristics of said ?rst and second portions 
are controlled to provide preferential gas flow through said 
?rst portion. 

3. The monolithic ceramic gas diffuser of claim 2, Wherein 
said gas flow characteristics are controlled by varying at 
least one of the permeability and gas flow thickness of said 
?rst and second portions. 

4. The monolithic ceramic gas diffuser of claim 1, Wherein 
the permeability of said ?rst portion is greater than the 
permeability of said second portion. 

5. The monolithic ceramic gas diffuser of claim 1, Wherein 
the porosity of said ?rst portion is greater than the porosity 
of said second portion. 

6. The monolithic ceramic gas diffuser of claim 1, Wherein 
the gas flow thickness of said ?rst portion is less than the gas 
flow thickness of said second portion. 

7. The monolithic ceramic gas diffuser of claim 1, Wherein 
the density of the ceramic material used to form the gas 
diffuser is less than that of the molten metal With Which it 
Will be used. 


